
SPEECH OF MR. HUNT,
OF LOUISIANA,

Oy THE NEBRASKA VUESTIOA'.
UorsK ok Recukskmativks, SIabch 23, 1854.

The House bfing in Committee of the Whole on
the state of the Union.

Mr. Ill NT said: Mr. Chairman, I rise under a deep
s-nse of public duty to address the committee on the bill
to oiptrti/e the Terrttories of Kansas and Nebraska Jn
expressing my sentiments, sir, I will Sj,eak in the spirit
of a national representative-, freely and independently
uuiutluenced \<y sectional prejudices, unmoved by clamor
here or C'ewbere, with a mind intent upon the ri^ht,
and to promote the best interests of the country,
to sec up. us jx-uce and harmony, and to perpetuate the
nnijn : tLcse States. Trammeled by a restriction of this
House injurious to free discussion, I will bo compelled to
con!eti>.' what i hitve to say, and must thercj'o»e request
that 1 any not be interrupted, unless, unhappily and
against my predetermination, 1 should say aught which
ttay woun ; the sensibilities or touch the sense of honor
vi any jrentlcman on this tloor.

I he bill proposes a repeal of the Missouri compromise.
I am opposed to a rejed as violative of pood faith, as

contrary t-> the true policy of .the country, a< engendering
discord and dissension among the people of the different
sections ot the country, an I putting to hazard tho per¬
manency of this b.esvcd and glorious I uion.

To develop tay view,. cie.rlyit will be neccssnry to ad¬
vert ti i history of the compromise, aad to show it.>
true character.

In 1819^ Mil Mtfcorning the j.-^ple of the Territory
oi .'IL.-uiitt to hold a convention to turn a constitution
and State <> ivernmeut, as preliminary to the decision of
C o-rrtMi upon the admission of Missouri a? a Sti»t'j into
the I n.on u.xm an equal footing with the cri iuul State;,
failed by a disagreement of the two tlou.cscn the sub1-1
jeot of si iT^ry. The House of Representatives was it-
favor of a c! iut,« in Uxo bill containing the ordinance of'
I. »<. white the Senite was opposed to that clause.
... l"? IaIt session, in December, 1S19, the neoplo of?
Mtsicni i ;>re -ented a memorial to Congress praying to be
authormd t<> held a convention to form a constitution and
fc»tatv government, as preliminary to th" decision of Con¬
gress <n ti.,- admission of Missouri. Simultuueouslv the
people of M line applied fur the admission of Maine" as a

t fctate into tue Union. At that time tho public mind had
bcon arou-c I and escited on the subject of slavery. The
North aad the Soutl' stood opposed to eieh other in sec¬
tional nnd j»ngrr srray: the North determined on pro-
hibitin£ oii j tfie South o \ntlly determined on admitting
blavery into Missouri and the other portion of the Loui-i-
aua Territory. The debates in Congress were of the
most violent and prejudiced cinractcr! The passions ef'
both parties were exasperated f.od inllamed by heated
and aorimouious discussions. This state of bail feelin"!
WM Increased by the opposite views of the two Houses
of Congress. A majority of the House was for a restric¬
tion of the admission of slavery; but a majority of the
aenat.' was opposed to any such restriction. Tho patriots
o: loe country began to tremble for our liberties, for
that L n on which is their only guaranty and safeguard.
Iu a 1-Jttcr written at the time, by Mr. Jefferson, he says :

' f-o -miri [ucti.in is the most porten ous »ne which
oror yi 'i«.-eater.ed our Union. In the gloomiest moment of
the rv'. i-i .i-iiry war I never had any appr.ijmsioa equal to
tii.it I lyti from thu source."

In this critical and truly alarming condition of public I
reeling, under the dispensation of au ali-wise and kind j
I rovidecce, the \irtne of the republic manifested itself
in a soothing and benign spirit of compromise. The Se¬
nate, with a view to induce or coerce the House to con¬
sent to the admission of Missouri without a restriction
on slavery, had connected the bill for the admission of
Maine, favored by tho House, wiih the Missouri bill be¬
fore mention;* 1. Km now committees of conference were
callod to achieve the patriotic work of compromise and
anion ; aad Mr. Clay informs us.
" It w.«* OsaJIy settled to disconnect the tiro bills to a I

'

mil Maine pa rarely, without any connexion with m': sour
and to insert in the Mi s-url bill a clawso proposed by Mr
rho»a,, . .-n, In the Senate, rcttrlctit.- the admission
.I .-lave j-e, ,:h of M- 3o', ar,l leaving the .,.ie«foa open
south vi.;;;, ? «ther t«. admit. r L-.»t t. -Mirnit slavery. The
bill wa»- flhal.v puss* J. The < mmltteee t>t ¦¦ mfenin of (he
tin ji. >se« r. sammnui th» dctMfament of 'he two bilk
and the pa>raff» of the Ml^ouri Mil with the elao^eof M« -'0'
f>o It passed. f» . it went to ilis.ouri. if0 it for a time quiet-'
oa the couMry.

1

This, sir. in my judgment, was the first Missouri com-

promise~t!»e ^reat s-.ttlrmetit of tac controvtrsv of the
North --hd the South on the Mibject of si t<rerv. It Mti«-
fied tae rth becar -e it prohibited slavery'in the Lou¬
isiana Tenitory uonh of Jt satisSsd the South
because .t lvit slavery cpen south of SO' Su' for :;dmls-
s;on, aud btc «n»^ .t laid a bai.sfur the admi« iouol M:s-
eoun ii.tj the tnion without the reftriction of slavery;
aad l» I.-.; :,od the p»»ple of Missouri heeeuse it au-ho¬
nied to m to MM a C oventi n to f-irm a Slate Cvn-titu-:
tun, with at any claue in it restrictive or slavery with a
viev,- to their admissi ,u into the Union

It -k \s a con«Jes«iou to tht South by the N'nrtlu which I
had originally contended for the ordinance of 17^7 f .r

Misfcnri aud the balance of the Louisiana territory. It1
wr.s a conc ision also hy the North to the re -ple of Mi
souri, mfu n. iuthonzrd to form a State Constitution
without tii«; restriction of s'avery; and it was a concision
to the .North by the Sinth, which original!* e xtended for
the admtssMU rf tUvery into the entire Liuisian* Terri-
toryf M:H>oari iucludel.

Tais underftaading, this agreement, fhese eoncesiinns
t.iis sat.iiac ory settlement.all tfci- constitutes, in iav

mind, a compromise. Call i; by whit name you will, an
act ot legislation, a contracf, a ompact.'wtncutn^
mnt gaujn.it is a great ut of compromise; a'settle¬
ment by tliose who had a ri^-it to make it. a stttNa'eut
to Ueir satitfaction; a settlement fur n*titu%l AiJvan-
tage, for peace aad uarmouy, for trateraal coneord, and
for union.

I hive called this compromise the ftrst Mi rsouri com-!
promise; aid I desire to a 1 J, if jkt the exj tiie of r^pe
ticion, that it is, in truth and in popular understanding!
and r.ccejitatioD, the chief, the real, the substantial Mis-
faour. compromise ; aud tuat it is known and designate 1
aa b.uch, not only in common parlance, but in the writin u
and speeches of our staUiiueu, orators, aud other nubuc
men.

r

It has been said that there were no pirtie- whs could
nuitc a compromise. I th'.uk I have already, in the court*
o. my remarks, shown the error of this arHrtion. liut
for a mere direct reply to it, I will relieve and »r«t.fy the
House by readiuj the remarks of Mr. Clay in his speech
on the late compromise measures, in answer to similar
objection from Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts:

'. The hono-abie gontb man from Maa,«nchu.«>'i t- Mr. D»vi
jays there . re nojiurtiea who rim miki a. cotUjrotni» . Will
the Senator excu<c me f^r saying that thin r» ;a trk «nj':ii too
much of the technicality of Dl.ickatone ? Ntpartie*'' Are
there not ;;rcat conflicting int< rvst.% conflicting oj inio».«, j»r-
vadiny the whole country? Who arc th* prrti'i in that
jrrcat^.-t "f all compromise*, the Constitution of tie t7lit*d
hutc«: There were no technical parties to that instnitn nt
but in deliberatingupon what. wn.« t>est for the country, an 1
perceiving that thero were great and coufli'-.ing interest* | r

vadir.g all its parts, they Compromised un 1 ttt'M them by
ample concession, bad in the spirit f true patriotic am'.tv.
Thty adjusted these conflicting opinion*; and the Constitu¬
tion under whieh we *it at thi« moment is the w.-rk of th *ir
handi.a great, a memorable, magnificent cotiipr inii>e, whi< n
indicates to us the eour?e of <lnty when diiT.reor'* ari<e wUlth
can only be bottled by the spirit of mutual concision."
The year after the passage of the Missouri a-t tho

people of Missouri, who had availed themselves of its
authority to form a 8tatt Constitution, came with
that constitution and presented it to Congress, claim¬
ing the admission of Missouri into the Union. Dut!
the constitution offered un unexpected obstacle to I
her admission. It contained a proviso, inserted !*«./-
Mrtenllif, as we are authoritatively informed by the
chicf historian of the compromise, preventing the migra¬
tion of free people of color into that State. Imme-Jiately
the angry wind* rushed forth from every quarter, and the
gallant ship of State would have been swallowed up in the
raging mass of waters upheaved from their prolouodest
depths but for the efforts of her noble crew, and chiefly
of him, the master spirit, the genius of America, the
great pacificator, who spake with lips touched with alive
coal from off the altar, and at who*e bidding the winds
retired to their cavc*> and the waters became tranquil and
quiet as a sleeping babe.

This brings to our view the second measure of the com¬
promise.the resolution offered by Henry Clay, which
was not the compromise itself, but a timely act of pa¬
triotism, maintaining ami confirming it ; and which
amounted to nothing more or less, to use the simpic lan¬
guage of its author in his speech of ltfoO, than " a decla¬
ration of an incontestable principle of constitutional law,
that when the constitution of a State is violative in its pro¬
visions of the Constitution of the United States, the Con-
utitution of the United States i* to be paramount, and the
constitution of the State, in that particular, is a nullity
and void."

Having given so much of the history of the compro¬
mise, 1 will ask, sir, by whom was that compromise car¬

ried or effected ? I say it was effected chiefly by South¬
ern men, and that it was a Southern measure. This is a

question of evidcncc, and must be treated as such.
Mr. Clay, in his speech on his compromise resolutions

in 1850, speaking of the compromise line of 36°307, say«:
'. But I take the oeca«ion to say that among those who

agreed to that line were a majority of Southern members.

My friead from Al^ima, in the Senate, (Mr. Kirg,) Mr.
Pinkuer, from Mainland, and a majority of the Southern
Senators in this body, voted in taror of the line of 36'' 30';
and a majority of the Southern members in the other House,
at the head of whom was Mr. Lowndes himself, voted alio
for thai line. I havs no doubt that I jid also; but, as I wss

¦ Speaker of the Home, and as the journal docs not show which
way the Speak r votes, except in the cane of u tie, I am not
ablo to tell with certainty how I actually did vote ; but I have
no earthly doubt that I voted, in common with my other
Southern friends, fur the adoption of the line of 36° 30'. So
the matter ended in 1820."

I'efore proceeding further with the evidence, I will here
correct what appears to me an error of fact in the report¬
ed speech cf the very eloquent and learned gentleman
from Georgia. After correctly asserting that Mr. Clay
was not tbe anthor or the prohibition of slavery north of
".>j° 30', the gentleman says: " lie (Mr. Clay) did not
vote for it." It appears to me that there is no authority
ft,r this positive assertion ; but that indeed the proof is
the other way; for Mr. Clay says "he hat no earthly
d&ult he voted, in common with his oth^r Sou*hera friends,
for the adoption of the line of 3t>° SO'."
The venerable an l distinguished member from Miesouri,

(Co.'. Ur.MOJf,) I quote from the Rational latclligencer,
iu one of the chapters of his interesting work, recently
given to the public, briefly reviews the history of the
Mi -souri compromise, giving in the course of it tho en¬

tire vote of the Senators upon tho subject, and then ndiis:
'.In the IL>u*e there wus tome division among the Sou: hern

niemberj ; out tho wh<>lo vote in favor of it wus 134 to -12 in
the negative, tbe latter cniu^riiiug some Northern member*,
as tho former did a majority of the Southern; among them
one wtouo opinion had a weight never exceeded by that of i

any otu 'r American statesman, William Low.nkus, of South
Carolina. The u.vay oj name* thiwi the JJittouri cumprumikc
h> h'tve belit a Southtrn uiftture, and the event put tit tail upon
that character by xh ttinj it ti> be ACCEi'TAULi: to tub Soltu." I
The next witness whose testimony 1 shall bring to I

the notice of tho House is Charles 1'iacUuey, of South
Carolina:

" This gentleman, it must be recollected, was an active
number of tho Convention which framed tho Constitution of
tho United States; was a member of the Senate from 179$
till loi-'i, when he was appointed Minister to Spain by .Mr.
Jefferson; and subsequently repreteuted .South Carolina in
the House of ]L prcscntuth'ca from IS 17 t > 1 1; all of which
attest his qualifications a*'a valued I'ul-iie servant, as well as

his pojulerity in lvis native Stutc.''.Sutinnul JnleUiy.neet of
the 20<A t'tbruun/, uliiiw>.

CoxuREM Hall, Mabch 2. 1S20,
Three.«'clock al iiiyitl.

IfK.ut Fin: I hnsten to inform you that this moment we

have carried the question to admit Missouri and nil Louisiana
to the suu'hward of 30* oO', free of the restriction of slavery,
and 'jicc the Muuth, in <. nlwrt lintt, mi addition oj nix, and pir-
hup* ei'jht, tiifiibf.it to llf iScwitn .¦/ 11<<'¦ I it 'tnl Xitiltc*. It IS

CJ.N'lUUKiU UKRH lir Till", SLAVEHOl.l'IN'J STATKS A3 A OliEAT
TRIL'MI'U. Iho votes were close.ninety to eighty-six, (tho
vote was so tirst declared.).produced by the Mto dingand ab-
fence of a lev modern to men from the North'. To the north
.of 3>3° 30' there is to be by the present law restriction, wliieh
you will see by tho votes X veted against. Hut it is at pre¬
sent of no moment; it is >» vast tract, uninhabited only by
sat ages ami w ild beasts, in which not a foot of tho Indian
claim to the Eo.l i.« extinguished, aud in which, aeoordiug to
the ideas prevalent, no land olbw will be open for a great
length of timo.

With respect, your obccliout servant,
CUABLKS, PtXCKNEY.

I will close the evidesK* by showing 1'rom the National
Intelligencer of the 20th February the vote in Concrrass
ou the bth section of tho act of Gth March, 1820, aud from
Niies'a Register the vole on the engrossment of the bill:

iKOII TUE NATIONAL l.VIUr.l.KiRSCKK.
" In tlie Senate ti: .-re whs an equal number ofmembers from

ca.'h section of the country, aT.d every member voted upon
the question. Of twenty-two Senators from the Southern
States fourteen voted in favor of the restriction and eight
against it; and of tbo Northern Senators, twenty voted in its
favor and two r.gainst it.

'. So also in the House of Representatives it majority of the
Southern members sustained tho restriction proposed by the
Senate. Of seventy-six Representatives fivrn »laveholding
States who voted on the question, thirty-nine recorded their!
names in favor of the substitute proposition and ihirttf-etcen
against it; whilst if the Representatives from the non-slave-
holding States ninety-Jive voted in iLi ftivor and only fivo
against it.
"The entire vote was in the Senate, yeas .'it. nays iO; and

in tbc House of Re] rescntatlves, yeas l-'54, nays 42."
The question was taken on ordering the bill, as amend-}

ed, to be engrossed and read a third time, and decided
by yeas and nays : yeas 24, nays 20.

FROM NIXES'* PFUinTt R.
'. Amor;: the twenty-four affirmative votes were Barbour

and I'ieasants, of Virginia : Brown and Johnson, of Louisiana;
Eaton and Williams, of Tcnuossee; Klliott and Walker, of
(Je rgia Cillinr ', of South Caroline.; Johnson and Login, of
Kentuck-" : Lloyd and Pinkney,'of Maryland; King ('he late
William I'.) and Walker, of Alabama : Leake and Williams,
ijf Mississippi; Van Dyke and Ilorser, of Delaware; and;
Stokes, of North Carolina; making twenty Southern Senators
and four from the North. .Mr. Macon, of North Carolina, and
Mr. Smith, of South Carolina, were the only two Southern
Senators who voted against that bill, while only four Northern
Senators voted for it, r.nd eighteen against it; and when it
went to the House of llepresentatives it passed that body by
a vote of one hundred and thirty-four to forty-two: forty!
Southern Representatives voting for it anil thirty-seven
a>ftin»t it. Thus was the compromise of ItiS'J brought about."
I'olun:, 17, J'<<;/. 4Sft.

It thus appears that the compromise of 1820 was a

measure advocated by the leading members of the South
in Congress, and that it received the support of South-
cm men na a Southern measure. I dosire also that it
should be noted that it was voted for by Messrs. Brown
and Jous^ox, the two Senators from the State of Louisi-
a:ia. the State from which 1 appear here as a Represen¬
tative.

It ha-* been said, for the purpose of influencing men's
miu 1« by the w dght of personal authority, that Mr.

j Clay, if he w.-ro here, would raise his voice in favor ef
! tho bill. I deny it, sir; I deny it, and plant mjseli'upon
the record. Mr. Clay was not one w/ao deposited his
opinions on public matters mysteriously and sccrfitly in
the bosom of any private man. His mind and his heart
belonged to his country, and he spoke his sentiments
freely ami fu'lj to his countrj' and the world. What, sir,
did he say was the eflect of the compromise of 1820?|
Hear his words of the tranquillizing and healing nature!
(<t that measure, uttered while he was enforcing another
anl % later great compromise. Speaking ou the late
measure of compromise, he says :

" I refer to historical instances occurrirg in our Govern¬
ment t» verify rue in tho conviction I entertain of the heal-
iii£ and irai. lui'litiug consequences which would result from
the udoption'of thi- meai-ure. What was said when the oom-
pr-'tttii-e w.\' i '..'-ed ? Then, as now, it wtis denounced. Then,
is now, * h it wm »pfronching its patsagc, when being
perfected, it w »» >:iid : . it will not quell the storm, nor give
Ine t > the j.mUr.' J/'iie ir«« it rreeivttl trhen it pruned
Hie be'l» ran.*, the cannons were fifed, and every demonstra¬
tion of jr.y tiirongb iut the whole bind was made upon tho
Kttleusent of tuo Mb ouri compromise."
And be thon aids somo remarks which are so apposite

to the j rt-.'nt nccftfion, io wcJl calculated to tako away
nil lore# I'fota the appeals made to local prejudices, that
i utu.it be pinioned for readiog aad commending them
to the especial consulciaUou of my Southern brethren:

" Kor it it true, h< ha« been unkin lly suggested, I think,
by th«: ".-If* r tth> »it* by n-y Kft, (Mr. Kale,) that Norib-
trn *'-r# uUi|«d t*j remain at home, and incur the di*-

¦¦».. ire of t!i*!r t«utita«ttti. Tbore were Henry lialdwin,
of rimlnifi lleury (ilerrr, of New York. and oihora, if 1
hu l tiro« to tuuraerAto then, who Voted for a settlement of
the Mi.»»ourl .|U»»ti>.i», ni>d who retained the confi-ienec find

of their r«»pci (iv# ron>tituenl». I suppose the Se¬
nator w.\» un-Urntuod, a« 1 understood him, to throw outturns-
.Lioit by *j; <f tnejiioe to Northern .Senators, to make thorn

from the patriotic duty wbi^h lie* before thorn of heal
inj the agitativn m the eoumry. They did not lose the ooa-
fideneo of th*ir country. They may hare in particular in-
stance*, hut 1 »p<*k of thr>*« of which I uai a UUtioct reeol-
lectio*. Ym, air. tk« JKi^->uri .. ;u| r .»«»V w.i» received with
etuhatfon an I )>y. .V t Ik' /,'. it nf tk- trr>t'y of ptac
tftyvii'Ht'i X f.kt*:, iMir <i«tjr "'ktr mil vMrk kru ocrturttl 'lit-
ru,j ny J,r in/ml,tic tif*,'rtr ijmt ttt' A itnhtuudrU <tnd
unite-.1/ »-if $ftHti;n .>« li' »nl'*'W »/fA<? ,Vi'«f<iwi compro*
mi'r. We m<»y argue from like e»u»e» like effects."

It may be )<*id that the remarks I have footed related
to tue resolution of compromise of Henry Clay. I answer
by repeating that the rtsolntion was nothing huta timely
iDj chiming declaration of an ineont« stible principle of
con tituti ;.i»llaw, and that i»a effect wh« to maintain, to
confirm, aud enforce the great compromise of 18.10.

1 lu*e dwelt, Kepresentatires, perhaps too long up'in
the topic of personal authority. But I know the power
of the name of that illustrious citiien.a name dear and
familiar to tlie friend* of liberty ia both the hemispheres,
and whoM fame ia more than commensurate with the
boundaiies of cmlttatioo.a name to mention which, in
an American assembly, is to open up the great fountain
of national affection.a name 'identified wi'h the history
of the country, and as immortal as that Union of which
its bearer »w, for more than half a century, the boldest
an4 most distinguish* I champion.

I have how r.. Tit wed the history of the Missouri com¬
promise, shown the trne nature and character of that
compromise, prised that it was a Southern measure, car¬
ried by Southern votes, and that il was hailed as the har¬
binger of peace and h irmony to our districted country ,

as the restorer of amity mmI fratoraal feelings between
the people of all the sectioM of tho Union.

Vi ben the Missouri compromise was adopted the United
States owned no territory open to slavery except tho Lou¬
isiana territory, purchased from I'ranee. It was accord¬
ingly considered at 1% great settlement. in the natnre of a
fundamental compact, between the North and tb<? HonA,
on the subject of »la*ery. At that tira* no one dreume^
of the vast a<^ni»tti<mt «inc» aided to onr^national do¬
main. And from that period up to the prewnt session
the compromise Us bern rvgarded as complete and per¬
petual in it* character .n relation to slavery in the Lou¬
isiana territory.

In H4-r>, when T*xa« wa« annexed to tho-Cnited Ststas,
in the thirl condition and giMraii'ee required of bar for
admission into the Ubioa by the jgint resolution of Con¬
gress the Missouri compromise is expressly recognised,
and the line ofM* 10' was made the basis of a settlement
of the jueetion of slavery

"Third. New PUtes of oonvenient size, not exceeding four
in number, in addition to .said State of Texas, and having
sufficient population, may hereafter, by the oonsent of said
Stale, bo formed out of the territory thereof, which ih»U be
entitled to admission under the provisions of the Federal Con¬
stitution. And such Statu a* iuay be formed out of that por¬
tion of sail territory lyiug south of 36° SO' north latitude,
cutnmenly ktiotcn at the MittotCri rompromite line, shall be ad¬
mitted into the I'nion irith or without utavtnj, u.a the people
of each Bute a king admission may desire. And ia such
State o« Statk* as may be formed out of said territory north
of *>iid eomprmmiti line slavbrt or involuntary ser¬
vitude (cxcept for crime) shall bk probibitbi>."
The parliamentary history of this transaction is ex¬

ceedingly interesting, not only an proving the recognition
of the Missouri compromise, but also as showing that the
line of 80° StK iraa adopted, in the instance, on motion
of Mr. Dovolah, the present Senator from Illinois, and
that it wa- mnd* applicable to Stales as well as Territories
north of 30° MO'.

It. a debate in the Senate in 1848, on the Ore^ n bill,
Mr. Doug la*, of Illinois, who has sinoe, in a letter pub¬
lished ia the new-papers, avowed himself the author oi
the present I ill to repeal the Missouri compromise, offer¬
ed uu amendment which recognised the Missouri couipro-
ixii-<., and which proposed to extend the lino of 88*30'
through the Territory of Oregon. The amendment was
vote 1 for by all the Seuators from tho South ani passed
the Scnali-, but it was afterwards disagreed to in the
House. Most of the Southern Representatives voted lor
it: but tho majority of the House voted against it, be¬
cause they werti unwilling to extend the compromise line
of M'u.ouri to the Territory of Oregon. This clear aud
distinct vote of the House has been lately argued to be a

repudiation of tho Missouri compromise; hut the argu¬
ment is too flimsy to deluuR any well-balanced raincL A
refusal to extend the Missouri compromise line to another
territory than Missouri was not a repudiation of the Mis¬
souri compromise, about which all were agreed, bit a!
himple refusfal to make another such powpromise lot the
government of the Oregon Territory.

In the discussions in Congress and out of it, cb the
compromise measures oflSjt), no public speaker or writer
of tho South ever contended that the Missouri comprcmise I
was, in any way or manner, connected with or at'ccted
by those measures.

In 1851 the two great parties of tbe country, compoeiag
the sovereign people, met in their several couvcttions,
and eaeh solemnly approved and ratified the coinp-omise
measures of 1850.uot, sir, licentiously declaring aay law
superseded or any compromise aunulled and set aside,
but honestly end patriotically proclaiming to their fellow-
countrymen that they regarded the compromise, in prin-;
ciple mid substance, as a final settlement of th« subject to
which it relates ; that they would maintain and insist on
the enforcement of the compromise moasurcs, abiding hj-j
and adhering t-j n. faithful execution of them ; and that,
they would discountenance any efforts to continuo or,
renew the agitation of the questions settled, an having an
inevitable tendency to diminish tho happiness of the
people and to endanger the integrity of tbo Union..

Cougress assembled this year in the t-pirit of the wise
men of the two conventions, aud under the brightest
auspices. AH the great interests of the csuntry were

prosperous. Agriculture, under a bountiful I'rovidence,
had richly rewarded the labors of the husbandman; com¬

merce, in her spirit of enterprise, 1-ad pushed her peace¬
ful conquests; aud opened new regions for profitable
trado and for tho spread of her beatfioent influences ;
manufactures had found iucr2haed employment, and re¬
vived from their languishing condition ; the fisheries, not-
withstanding some differences, happily in the way of mu¬
tually advantageous settlement between our country and
Great Britain, hud left their rich fields opcu for the har¬
vests of our hardy and adventurous seameu: our relations
with foreign nations were peaceful and friendly; the
spirit of internal improvement was abroad in the land,
making ways and facilities for trade and commerce and
every bpccics of useful intercourse, and binding the people
of all sections more closely tog»ther iu the bonds of fra¬
ternal amity and good neighborhood: the arts and sciences
were steadily advancing; education, morality, and reli¬
gion were informing, purifying, aad elevating the people,
and crowning them with their multiplied blessings ; aud,
above all, and as most aondueive toall the?e, no agitating
and disturbing questions vexed the public mind, but
pence and harmony, brotherly lovo aad mutual confidence
prevailed in the breasts of men throughout the length
and breadth of our great Kepublic.
Such was the happy condition of the country when the

demon of Discord leaped into our Eden, and introduced
the subject of slavery to agitate men's minds aad to turn
their hearts from oae another.
Mr. Chairman, good faith is the only basis ^f confi¬

dence, the tie which holds men together in society in
peace and amity. Good faith, with kindness, is the in¬
dissoluble bond of brotherhood. Sir, the Missouri com¬

promise has performed its holy work of paciScation and
union. For thirty-four years it has kept the Louisiana
territory as consecrated ground from the intrusion of fan¬
atics and political agitators. Representatives from the
South and the North and the East and the West. 1 call
upon you, in the name ol' your country, to maintain the
faith of your forefathers. Repeal.or, to borrow the new¬
fangled language of the day, declare superseded.one com¬

promise, and you open the door for the overthrow of every
compromise; and, looking to consequences, I fear for the
overthrow of that most glorious of compromises, the Con-
stitution of these United States. This, I believe, will be
the sentiment of the people of the United States after due
reflection. I am assured and am happy to believe that it
is'the sentiment of several leading papers of Louisiana,
Dut, sir, whatever may be the sentiments of other::, it is
my sentiment, aud I utter it here this day, in my place,
as a national Representative, under aM the responsibili¬
ties that rest upon me, without the least regard to any
consequence merely personal to myself.

Sir, the clause in the bill in relation to slavery has ta¬
ken the people by surprise. No primary meetings had
been held in the agricultural districts of the Union, no
voice had come up from the seaboard and the cities, no

complaint or petition had proceeded from any Stute Le¬
gislature calling for the disturbance or repeal of the Mis¬
souri compromise.
But it is said that the repeal is a voluntary and spon¬

taneous peace offering from the North to the South. Gen¬
tlemen of the South, do not suffer yourselves to bo de¬
luded by this unfounded and audacious pretence. By
whom win the author of this abominable measure em¬

powered to present himself to the country as the embo-
diment'.of the North, to act in her behalf and to speak
her pentiments and feelings? No, sirs, no; the voice of
the North is dear and loud against the repeal. It speaks
bv the press in tones of wounded affection, of friendly
reinonstrnnce and expostulation, not unmixed with ajust
and natural indignation against the proposed outrage on

good faith. It laily sounds in our ears through the pro¬
ceedings of public meetings, of numerous associations,
of whoie communities of intelligent men, of patriotic
State Legislatures, presented to tliiu Hnuso.

In addition to the public evidence of Northern senti¬
ment, I have Fcen letters from the most distinguished citi¬
zens of the North addressed to friends on this floor <le-
prerating the agitation of the slavery question as inju¬
rious to the pcacj of the country and the stability of the
Union, and appealing to the patriotism of the South to
discountcnance and repress it.

Sir, the movement of the repeal did not originate in
Northern sentiment, nor was it proposed in the Nebraska
bills first iutro luced into Confess. It was an after¬
thought, an unhappy after-thought, which stands boforo
the country condemned by the judgment of some of its
supporters previously pronounced aguinBt the very agi¬
tation it has produced. .

The pretence that the proposition for the repeal of tho
Missouri compromise is a voluntary and spontaneous of¬
fer from the North to the South, however unfounded, is
yet a clear admission that the repe&i was not demanded
or asked for by tho South. Dut I go further and say
that, practically, and apart from the consideration of good
faith and tho consequences that would result from its
breach, the South had no interest to move in the matter
of slavery in relation to the Territory mentioned in the
bill.

It is conceded that the climate of the Territory so far
north is uncongenial to the slave, aud that the soil is not
Mutable for the production of those great staples, cotton,
»ugar, and rice, in the culture of -rhich his labor can be
profitably employed. Under these circumstances, aud
considering the cheapness of land, it is certain that very
few slaves'wouid be carried there. Moreo7er, the land,
being well adapted to free labor, would naturally attract
to it a large influx of free white laborers, and the Terri¬
tory would soon become populous. A constitution, there-
l'ire, upon the organization of the Territory into a State,
would in all probability bo adopted excluding the further
admission of slavery into the Stato, and providing for the
emancipation of the slaves in it at the time of the adop¬
tion of tbo constitution. Hence, for all practical par-
poses, slavery wotfld tw as effectually excluded from the
Territory as if it were expressly prohibited by law.
And now, 1 would ask. what motive has the South to

extend the area of slavery within the present limits of the
ItepubUo? Such an extension would not furnish desir¬
able lands for slave labor, nor would it leadtoanincreaso
at the ilave population. We of the South already have
lands «tuflicient for cu'tore by our hiavesbeyond any num¬
ber they can possibly increase to in a longceriesof ages;
and it u well known that the policy of the country is rc-
Rtiictiva of the increase of slaves. The number of slaves
is only three millions, speaking in round numbers ; and
the slave trade is declared piracy by law. The process
of emancipation, too, is constantly going on; and freed-
non and even slaves are every day transported to I/.beria
at the expense of a libi-ral portion of oar oitixene, and
especially of citiiens of the South. Why, then, this lost
for new lands not wanted and not capable of being used T
We have our slaves, and we intend, at all baiards, to keep
them under our own uaro and government, subject to our

own laws and views of policy, and not to allow any Power
on earth, foreign or domestic, to invade the rights of a»y
State in regard to them. This is our settled and deter¬
mined policy; and this is our acknowledged right, se¬
cured by the Constitution and laws of the country.
Uut while this is our policy, this our determination, I

can see no sound reason pf State policy, no wise and just
consideration of interest that would justify us in disturb¬
ing settled compacts and destroying the peace and har¬
mony of the various sections of the Union. There are
those who dot-ire that the slaveholding States should ac¬
quire additional territory in the belief or hope of efl'ect-
iug and preserving a balance or equilibrium between
them and the nouslavcholding States. But this is a vain
and delusive hope.
The fact cannot bo disguised that slavery in our coun¬

try cannot keep pace with the growth of the white race.
It was demonstrated by Mr. Calhoun himswlf in his last
speech delivered on the compromise measures of 1850,
on the 4th of Mitrcb, and is confirmed still more strongly
by the tables of the last census. And this is owing not
only to the nature of tUngs, but to the established policy
of the Government. In addition to the natural and ex¬

traordinary growth of the free population under our libe¬
ral institutions, the emigration from all parts t>f the world
is pouring its copious streams over the country ; and
these streams, for the most patt, find or make their chan¬
nels in tho new States.

" Westward the course of empire takes its way."
Tho wise and fcagacious Southern statesman, under

these circumstances, will not look forward for the protec¬
tion and advancement of the interests of the South to a
vain competition for political power in the race of num¬
bers ; but he will uphold the institutions and interests of
tho South by maintaining their just integrity; by pro¬
moting her commerce; by fostering and improving her
agriculture; by encouraging and supporting appropriate
manufactures within her limits; by cultivating thi arts
and Sciences ; by cherishing and n-warding the sons of
learning and genius; by thoroughly educating her high¬
ly-gifted and noble-minded youth, nursing their heroic
spirit and developing their gentle qualities, and so form¬
ing and training them in all virtue, knowledge, and nc-

coiupli. hments as to qualify them for all honorable and
useful labors, aud to reuder them, as I am proud to say
their progenitors have ever been, tho lights and ornaments
of their country and the world; and, lastly, by strength¬
ening the bond of national union through the observance
of good faith, and making our Northern brethren feel in
this wise policy that interest n.s well as fraternal harmony
requires them on their part to support and defend that
Constitution and Union to which they are indebted for
their unexampled prosperity and progress. The trus in¬
terests of ail lie in union, mutual coniidencc, and har¬
mony. The inottocf of thi» devolution are still th& watch¬
words of liberty.S Plthribvi If/turn.united we stand, di¬
vided we fall. Present circumstances, putting aside, I
mean, the agitation of the slavery question, aro most au¬

spicious ior the welfare and happiness of this great and
marvellously growing nation. Tho compromise measures
have been faithfully executed, and the tires of patriotism
burn bright in every section of tho country. May we be
wise enough not to -disturb this happy condition of the
republic!

I yow propose to examine, according to the short time
allowed me, some of the arguments of the advocates of
ihc bill.

It is insisted by some of the supporters of the bill that
the Missouri compromise was repudiated in 1800 by a re¬
fusal to extend the line of 36° 30', or tome such line, to
California. 1 have already partly answered this pretence
in my remarks in relation to .the Oregon bill. But I am

happy to state further the grounds of the refusal. Those
who thought Congress had no right to legislate oh tho
subject of slavery in the Territories doubtless found a

sufficient ground for the refusal in that opinion; while
others, who thought, like Mr. Clay, that Congress had
that power, but that it was impolitic to exercise it, as it
would, contrary to their views of the true policy of the
nation, open the Territory to the admission of slavery,
when, as things stood, slavery was excluded by the Con¬
stitution and laws of the country, and by the law of na¬
ture in respect to tho soil and climate, based their refusal
on those views of policy. But in the argument it.was not
pretended that the refusal to make the compromise of .80°
30' for California unmade, annulled, and repealed the
compromise for Missouri. No one advocated such an ab¬
surdity.

It has been urged by a gentleman of distinguished abi¬
lity that " the principle embodied in the Missouri com-

pjomise was this: 'That a line in the Territories should
be selected, and slavery excluded on the one sido and im¬
pliedly allowed on the other; and that, as we acquired
future territory, we should apply that lino.' "

If the Missouri compromise established any principle,
that principle, according to my judgment, was the clear
an-J undoubted right of Congress to legislate for the Ter¬
ritory. Now, the only Territory we then had, the destiny
of which was to be settled by an act of Congress, was the
Territory of Louisiana, ceded by France. The Missouri
compromise net provided merely for that Territory; and
no one at tiio time dreamed of new territorial acquisi¬
tions. The assertion, then, that the Missouri compro¬
mise line was to be applied to all future acquisitions is
without any evidence to support it. It is a peti'io prinei-
pii. Tho compromise line of 3G° 30' was not a principle,
but an expedient or measure of sound policy to prevent
strife and disunion; not a provision with a view to future
acquisitions, but a settlement of the quostion of (slavery
in the Territory of Louisiana. Tho idea of the adoption
of the geographical line to be applied to new territory for
all time to come, as heretofore' observed, is an after¬
thought, springing out of the views of certain gentlemen
in respect to the rights they claim for the South. But it
has not been acquiesced in or admitted by the North, as

we see in the case of the Oregon Territory aud of the ter¬
ritory rfecently obtained from Mexico. Nor does the line
of 3ti° 30', in the case of Texas, vary or afl'ect my posi¬
tion; for that was stipulated in the joint resolution, and
whs a matter of special contract.
Upon the unfounded assumption that the application of

a certain line to all future acquisitions was the principle
of the Missouri compromise, the fallacious argument is
made that the late compromise act which rejected that
application is a repudiation of the Missouri compromise.
The reasons for the rejection have been already set

forth, and have been shown to be, practically, the exist¬
ing Mexican law excluding slavery, aud the climate and
Soil of the acquired territory, which rendered it unfit for
slave iabor. Mr. Clay and Mr. Webster, by whose lead¬
ing influence the compromise measures were carried, both
insisted upon these grounds, and both expressed their op-
position to the extension of slavery in tlie new Territory.
After pressing upon the South the truth that the adop¬
tion of a line would be a recognition of the power of Con¬
gress to legislate for the Territory, to which doctrinc the
South, in the main, avowed its opposition, Mr. Clay said
of n line:

" I have ,«aid that I never could vote for it myself, and I re.

peat that I never ean und never will vote, and no earthly
power will ever make uie vote, to spread tlavery over territory
where it does not exist."
And he added these correct and conservative remarks,

which gentlemen should carefully weigh, as maintaining
good faith iu compromises:

"Still, if there be a majority who arc for interdicting slavery
north of the line, there >>ugut to be a majority, if justice is done
to the South, to admit slavery south of tho lino. And if there
be a majority to accomplish both of these purposes, although
I 'tnnunt uimcur in their action, I nhall be one of the hint to erf.

ate any disturbance ; I *hall be <-mj of the first to acquiesce in
that Ityinlation, although it is contrary to my men judgment and
U> my conscience."

Mr. Webster's views were equally explicit. In his wise,
eloquent, patriotic, maguanimous American spcech of the
7th March, lie said lie looked upon California und New
Mexico as " freo by the arrangement of things ordered
by the Power above us and he continued :

" I have therefore to say, in this respect also, that this
country is fixed for freedom to as icany persons as shall ever

live in It by a less repentable law than that which attaches to
the right of holding slaves in Texas."
And again:
"Sir, wherever there is a substantive good to be done.

wherever there is a foot of land to be prevented from becom¬
ing slave territory.I nm ready to assert the prineipio of the
exclusion of slavery. I am pledged to it from tbo year 1837.
I have been pledged to it ugnin and again, and I will perform
those pledges ; but 1 will not do any thing unnecessarily that
wounds tbo feelings of others, or that does discredit to my own

uaderstanding."
And he thus concludes this portion of hi* speech :

"Now, Mr. President, I have established, as far as I pro¬
posed to do, the proposition with which I set out, nnd upon
which I intend to stand or fall: and that is, that the whole
territory within the former United States, or in the newly-
ncquircd Mexican province*, has a fixed and settled eharao-
ter, now fixed and settled by a law which cannot be repealed ;
in the case of Texas without a violation of public faith, and
by no human poWer in regard to California or New Mcxico ;

that therefore, under one or oth^rof these laws, every foot of
land in the States or in the Territorial has already received a

fixed and decided oharacUr."
From these views of the leading friends of the com¬

promise mea uros it is clear to me that there was no in¬
tention to go back to the Missouri compromise, and to

open to tbo admission of slavery a portion of territory
from which slavery was excluded by express law.

It has been argued that the prohibition in tho eighth
section of the act authorizing tho people of the Territory
of Missouri to form a constitution and State government,
ko. "was intended t«> apply to all organisations of gov¬
ernment, Slattt or Trrritoriti." Cut this appears to me *

palpable error. " All the territory" is a limited expres¬
sion in itself, and is also necessarily limited by reason of
the subject. Congress could not put a restriction as to

slavery on a State which, in reapeot to its municipal in-"
stitutions, is sovereign. And the true rulo in the inter¬

pretation of a statute is to look to the object in view and
to give the terms employed their obvioua and reasonable

meaning in relation to that object. The object was the
settlement of the question of slavery in the territory ce¬
ded, and the language of tho statute related naturallyand directly to that object.
The term "forever," oonneeted with the prohibition,relates also to the subject-matter of the prohibition, to

wit, slavery in the Territory.In tho Territory of Louisi¬
ana, for which the regulation was made. It is a word of
solcmu formality, and is often used in the settlement of
great matters of national and international adjustment,
to show the intention of the parties to be to make a final
and permanent settlement.

It is asserted that the Missouri compromise was re¬

pealed by the compromise of 1850; but I know of no

proof, no argument, or authority that sustains tho asser¬
tion.
The compromise of 1820 was an exercise of the power

of Congress to legislate on the subject of slavery in the
Territory of Louisiana, and it was a settlement of the
question of slavery in that Territory satisfactory to the
North and the South.
The compromise of 1850 was nn understanding or ngree-

ment not to legislate on the subject of slavery lor the ter¬
ritory acquired from Mexico, and it was a satisfactorysettlement to the North and the South.
Now, the agreement not to legislate is not to be con¬

sidered a repudiation or denial of the power of Congress
in relation to slavery in the Territory. On the contrary,
we blow that the compromise of 1850 was carried by the
votes and in8ucnce of men liku Clay an ! Webster, who
boldly and constantly avowed that Congress had the power
to legislate for the Territory. Tho not legislating was
an act of conciliation towards the South; a respect for
the opinions and feelings of those who denied the powerof Congress to legislate for the Territory on the subjeetof slavery in a case in which, ns has already been
shown, slavery was excluded by express law, and by the
still more powerful law of nature. This policy of inac¬
tion bus been erroneously styled thk thinoh'IE of nou-
int- rvenl'on, and is represented as an active power, over¬
ruling the right of Congress to legislate fur the Terri¬
tories. In this way it is now solemnly proclaimed by the
bill that the compromise cf 1850 supersedes and repeals
the compromise of 1820.
But the compromiao measures give no warrant for this

assumption oE facts and this reasoning. They coutain
no language of repeal. They make no mention of, nor
do they allude to, the compromise of 1820. When Mr.
Webster found himself obliged to vote for an uncalled-for
and unnecessary amendment offered by Mr. Soule, from
Louisiana, providing that the States formed out of New
Mexico and Utah should have the right and privilege of
making their own constitutions, and of presenting those
constitutions to Congress conformably to the Constitution
of the United States, with or without a prohibition
against slavery us tue pcoplo or tnosc xer»u«»ui« wh»n
about to become States may see tit, ho said he voted for
it exactly on too same grounds that he voted against the
introduction of the proviso. " And let it be remember¬
ed," added he, " that I am now speaking of New Mexico
land Utah and other Territories acquired from Mexico,
and of SOTUINO else," &c.
Tho compromise measures, it is clear, were intended

only to have an effect in the Territories for which they
were enacted. The language of those acts loaves no room
for doubt. It is specific, and confined in terms to those
Territories. It fixes boundaries, and sets forth, in a pro-,
viso, the ground taken, as already mentioned, in regard
to slavery. It neither asserts nor suggests any idea of a

repeal of or* any interference with any previous act in
relation to any pre-existing Territory ; nor does it under¬
take authoritatively to lay a basis of government for fu¬
ture Territories that may be acquired. The true charac¬
ter of those acts has, in my judgment, been perfectly de¬
scribed in the wiso and patriotic speech of an illustrious
son of Massachusetts, (Mr. Evekktt,) published in the
journals of tbii= city.
.And now that 1 have shown the true character of the

compromise of 1850, ami that that compromise does not
supersede or repeal the compromise of 1820, I desire to
be distinctly understood as approving and maintaining
the Into compromise measures. 1 believe those measures
had their origin iu a spirit of mutual concession, of fra¬
ternal feeling and patriotism. I believe they happily re¬
stored peace and harmony to the country, which had been
distracted by sectional strifes and dissensions ; and I be¬
lieve, if faithfully executed, as they have been up to the
commencement of the present agitation, they will secure
the protection of.Southern rights in regard to slavery,
nnd perpetuate the blessings of union to the whole coun¬

try. But, while I entertain these opinions, I feel it my
duty to declare that I have no doubt whatever of the power
of CoDgre3s to legislate on slavery outside of the (States
and within the Territories. The arguments of the consti¬
tutional lawyers of tho national school.CLiy, Webster,
and others.on this subject are familiar to the House,
and leave nothing to be said upon it. The power rests
upon impregnable grounds.the authority expreSsSly vest¬
ed in Congress to make the necessary " rules and regula¬
tions respecting the territory and other property belong¬
ing to the United States," and the treaty-making power,
from which the power of acquiring territory is derived.
Besides, the question has long been practically Fettled.
But the snndsof my glass have nearly run out, aud I must
hasten op towards a conclusion.

The advocates of the bill argue that the compromise of
3850 establishes the principle of non-intervention, and
therefore supersedes and repeals the compromise of 1820.
But aware that if this bo conceded the Louisiana Terri¬
tory would still be left, on their own principles, under
the operation of the treaty nnd the local law of Louisi¬
ana, which, they say, guaranty slavery, and that this
state of things would be equivalent to the notion of Con¬
gress in favor of slavery, they have proposed an amend¬
ment to the bill, which declares. In substance, according
to my understanding of it. that the Territory shall be
henceforth held and deemed released and set free from
the treaty and the local law in favor of slavery, and be
subjcct to (he action and control of the people of tho
Territory in the formation of a State Constitution. Now,
I submit that the amendment proposes an act of inter¬
vention, to wit, the annulling of the existing law, and
that it is, therefore, inconsistent with the doctrine of
lion-intervention which, it is said, is established by the
compromise of 1860. If it be said that the effect of the
amendment is to put the Territory on an equal footing
both as respects slaveholders and non-slavehol lers, I an-

swer if this be granted the amendment is still an act of
legislation, an act of intervention, and that it is 5na;l-
missible to arrive at the detired end.the repeal of the
compromise of 1820.by means subversive of laws in the
nature of a contract in favor of slaveholders. In these
remarks I do not intend to be understood as approving
the doctrine that the treaty between the United States
and France, and the law of the portion of the Territory
iuhalitcd at the time of the ratification of the treaty, nro
to be considered as establishing a law on slavery in the
vast uninhabited portion of the Territory. Such a doc¬
trine is, in my opinion, wholly untenable. France stipu¬
lated for the existing property of her subjects within her
inhabited territory, and for the speedy incorporation of
those subjects into our Union as citizens ; bat she never

contemplated, and tho United States never would have
consented, that the policy of the United States in respect
to slavery in tho land to be occupied should be controlled
and settled by her royal will. Tho object of my argu¬
ment on this point Is to show the inconsistency of the
advocates of the bill on their own premises.

Inflammatory appeals have been addressed to the South,
based on the assertion that the South has a right to carry
slavery into any of the Territories of the country. I have
already expressed my opinion as to the power of Congress
to legislate on slavery outside of the States and within
tho Territories. But let u* tako the assertion as true,
and make a practical application of it to the Missouri
compromise matter, aud see whether thero is any just
complaint on the part of the South in relation to it.
The South claims a constitutional right tn carry slavery

into a Territory south or north of 36° 30'. Cut the North
claims apd has an equ il right to admit hrr sons also iuto
a Territory whether south or north of .%" 80'. Here,
then, is a clashing of interests. In this state of things
the question arises: Is it a violation of the Constitution
for cither of the parties to forbear to exercise its right?
that is to say, for the South to limit the exercise ot her
right to the south of the line of 30® 30r, and for the Nvrth
to limit tho exercise of her right to the north of the lino
of S6° 30' ? Such a forbearance, it is submitted, is not
a violation of the Constitution; and of this nature Is the
Missouri compromise.

It is nrgo^ with great earnestness upon theNorth that
Nebraska and Kansas will certainly be free States; that
the position of the South on the present bill is not, prac¬
tically, one of power or interest, as respects these Terri¬
tories, but one of feeling and honor, involving her views
of her just and equal rights in the Union; and that the
repeal of the Missouri compromise is therefore n mcro

honorary concession which the North ought, in a spirit of
justice aud tratcrual consideration, unhesitatingly to
make.
To this addre.^i the North replies: " In 1850, only fcur

years ago, we settled between us, in a spirit of amity and
mutual concession, all complaints and differences grow¬
ing out of the subject of slavery. The compromise then
adopted hss been faithfully executed, and has been at¬

tended with all the hsppy result9 anticipated by the
friends of tho Union. There is now no difference between
us; the compromise which yoa urge us tp repeal saved
the Union; it has stood for thirty-four years, and is con¬

secrated in our affections; it is a monnment of the con¬
servative character of our republican institutions ; it is
bond and covenant by which you have profited, and whi»b
yoa are bound, b.4 well as ourselves, faithfully to keep
and execute. We pledged our faith to maintain it, and
our faith is our word of honor. We differ with you as to
the powers of the Government in relation to slavery, and
wo are conscientiously opposed to the extension of -sla¬
very. We have all due respect for your feelings and
your views uf political justice; but we claim and ezpcct

from you an equal degree of reapeot fo'oaT feelingi and
oar views of politioal justice. You en' upon as, in a case
of no practical advantage to you. aiA upon an abstract
proposition in which we cannot c»ncar with you, to re¬

pudiate and repeal a solemjj act of compromise at the
expense of our plighted faith fnt'our well-settled convic¬
tions of national policy. U*d^ these circumstances we
caunot accede to your prop<jsp> a°d must insist upon the
faithfnl maintenance of th« fl<npromiso of 1820."

Itepresentatives, in this e®dition of affairs, this differ¬
ence of opinion between bothers, it becomes us to act
with moderation and wiB<?m> with an equal and tender
regard to the feelings of both parties, and with an eye
.ingle to the honor, th' peace, and welfare of the whole
country. We should Artfully eschew the language of
reproach, of taunt, »nd defiance. Harsh epithets pro¬
voke recrimination, *nd tempestuous passion stifles the
voice of reason. Ve havo all one common object, the
good of our comm/n country. We are one people, and
hare one destiny. In my mind and my heart American
liberty is insepaftble from American union. Let us nof
then deceive ourselves. The question before us is a ques¬
tion that conofrns the permanency of this Union. If
agitation is 0 be renewed, if wounds now cicatrized ars
to be torn ojtn and to bleed afresh, if the minds of men
are to be troubled and harassed and excited, if sectional
prejudice ajd fanaticism, and all the evil passions that
spring out of them, are to take possession of their hearts,
I fear, 1 fiar, Representatives, that the days of our liber¬
ty will bt numbered.

Hut I will indu?ge in no such gloomy anticipations. I
trust in the good fortune of tho republic, in her happy
destiny under the' favor of Divine Providence; 1 rely
upon tho rirtue and intelligence of the people; and I
Lave a oug confidence, Representatives, in your wi»-
dom and patriotism. Let us, then, consult and deliberate
together as friends and brothers. A short time ago all
was content and harmony. What is thore that has arisen
to disturb this happy condition ? The questions in rela¬
tion to slavery had all been settled. No acquisitions of
territory have since been made, opening new fields for
controversy and strife. How comes it, th^n, that the
faith of tho nation, pledged in the great conventions of
the people against the agitation of the slavery questions,
is so little heeded, so soon forgotten or repudiated? An
appeal is made to us in behalf of Southern houor from
what is railed a Northern quarter. When did the South
need such prompting ? Was not her honor safe in her
own hands, in her own sense of honorable ju-tice, ami in
her own gallantry'.' True honor is quick and sensitive ;
it is true to its own holy impulses; it obeys its own

instincts; it a'.lows no dictation; it spurns the mockery
of an unauthorized boon. How is it that the cliivalrio
son3 of South Carolina did not step forward to propose
the settiug aside of the Missouri compromise ? How is
it. that the saUant spirits of tho other Southern States,
men famous in council ami in arms, have slept over thair
rights, to be roused from their slumbers by the stentorian
voice ofa leader from a non-slaveholding State ? These
are significant questions, and the answer to them is
clear. Southern honor rested upon Southern faith.
upon Southern faith pledged to the Missouri compromise;
and now I rely upon the sober second thought of tho
South to maintain that faith and uphold that honor.
To Representatives from the North I would respect¬

fully say a few words before parting. You are engaged
in maintaining an net of national faith to whioh you are
a party. Upon the observance of good faith in our na¬
tional compromises; upon ajust public sentiment, accom¬

panied with houest action, the permanency of onr Gov¬
ernment and all our republican institutions entirely de¬
pends. Manifest, then, your devotion to the Constitution
and the Union, and your love of American liborty, by a
iirm and compact opposition to the anti-faith clause of
the bill before the House. But remember that your
cause is righteous, and will be best advanced by a wise
and moderate spirit of conciliation and kindness. You
are dealing with your brothers, and your conduct should
be fraternal. Reason, explain, persuade; but carefully
avoid the sharp retort, the bitter sarcasm, the ungenerous
and insulting inuendo, and the fierce and savage denun-
ciation oi" excited and over-wrought disputation. Ood
knows, gentlemen, I speak not these things in any spirit i
of vanity or dictation, but l'rom tho bottom of my heart,
with a fervent wish for the good of our common couutry.
I have now spoken my sentiments freely nnd fearlessly,
and 1 tru-it not unworthily, on the high matter involved
in the consideration of this bill.

TIIE CITY" OF SALT LAKE.

Extract from a Latter of Lievt. J. MITCHELL
JJronAk'r. n, note of California, to his brother, ./. W. i>Vo-
navgh, Jr., dated Kali Lake City, July '25, 1852.
" Salt Lake City is situated some three miles west of

the Eastern range of mountains that bound the valley. The
city is regularly laid out, in form that of u right angle
The squares tire immense, and each house has an acre or
more of ground attached to it. The houses arc built of
sun-dried bricks, called adobes, generally one-story high,
but there are many two-story houses, and a few three-
btoiy. There are two sulphur springs in the vicinity of
tho town, one of which is the warm sulphur, temperature
that of the blood, or (.)8 degrees by the thermometer.
This spring is some two miles north of the town. The
hot sulphur is two miles north of the warm sulphur; tem¬
perature near the boiliug point. Thij spring is a perfect
curiosity. It issues from the base of a rock at the foot of
the mountains, and a few feet from where it emerges it
forms a pool deep enough to swim In, then passes above
and under the ground across the rfiad, and forms a largo
lake which covers more than one hundred acres, t no¬
ticed duck, curlew, snipe, &o. on the margin of the lake.
Salt Lake, twenty miles distant, is a saturated solution
ol' Bait. It i« in view from almost any point without the
city. Tho Mormons collect all their salt from this lake.
It is from UoO to «00 miles in circumference and very
shallow, and is slowly receding; indeed, where~there is
such an extensive evaporating surface, the Lake will, in
process of time, dry up; there m no doubt of it. There
are to be seen in it several islands, which are mountain¬
ous, and from the distance I see them they look as high
as any that you see surrounding the basin.

" Yesterday was the anniversary of tho arrival of the
pioneers of Mormonism in the valley of the Great Salt
Lake. The procossion was formed as follows: 1st. Field
music; -J, the American dag; 3d, a long line of me¬

chanics, carrying the emblems of their trades; 4th, far¬
mers bearing bundles of wheat and onts;. 5tb, a long line
of o!il women, with a banner preceding them, on which
was inscribed ' Zion's Daughters,' 4 our children ore our

glorytitli, grown girls, in white, with straw hats and
blue sashes ; 7th, twenty-four youug men, in black frock
coats and white pantaloons; 8th, twenty-four .-mall boya,
in yellow jackets and white pants; 9th, twenty-four lit¬
tle girls in white (Tresses, blue spencers, straw hats trim¬
med with pink, and blue belts; 10th, a dragoon company
on foot, blue frock-contf, white pants, Kossuth hats and
'plumes; 2ll.h, the bishops of the Mormon church, in
long gowns, each bearing a banner with suitable inscrip-
tlons. Before each company u banner was carried, in
this formation the procession moved through the princi-
pal streets, and then went to the residence of Governor
i'oung and escorted him to tho Tabernacle. The Gov-
ernor took post with his Counsellors and the Apostles in
front of the Bishops. Arrived at the Tabernacle, songs
and speeches were sung and made; after this the pro-
cession left the churoh, and was dismissed opposite the
State House. Salutes were fired during tho day from
Temple Block, which is unbuilt, except its southeastern
face, occupied by the Tabernacle.

" The Tabernacle is a singular affair, some sixty feet
wide by upwards of one hundred in depth. It is one

story high, shelving roof, with no openings on its flanks.
On both its uorth aud south fronts it has two doors and
two windows. The interior presents an arched appear¬
and-; thrre arc no passages, the whole floor being occu-

pied by pews. 1 attended ohurch last Sunday, and the
remarks from those who spoke were just such us you hear
in the States. Tbe essential difference between tho Mor¬
mons and others is that the Mormons go in for an unlimit-
oil number ot wives. A man can have as many wives as
he can conveniently support and satisfy. Gov. Young
has his full share, and hai them quartered in different
parts of the town. The State iJouso is a very creditable
edifice, two stories high, and upwards of forty feet square;
the first story is of red rock, Becoud of adobe, and plas-
tered red and white, to correspond with tho first story.
The Legislature meets here, and the Courts hold their
sossions here.

41 Gov. Young's residence is the neatest in town.two
stories high, built of adobe, and plastered a light lead
color.
"The Mormons treat us kindly, and profess attach¬

ment to the Government of the United States. They look
upon Judge Brocchus as the author of the illiberal re¬
ports uonccAing them. I never was in a place in my
life in which apparently morality of the most rigid kind
is practised liko you see it here. There aro no baudy
houses in the town, and swearing on the streets is pun¬
ished by a heavy fine. Contrary to my expectations, I
find on inquiry tho Americans are in a large majority in
the Mormon population. Americans fill all tho offioeu.^'

Maiimo BEi.invic " Wobrino Man.".A class has risen
up amongst you (the working classes) who get their living
by agitation and organization. They toil not with their
hand.", but with their tongues. The beer shop is their
factory and home. The loom and the plough know thorn
not, yet they always affect to speak in the name of the
working classes..Hotlon Pott.

DRisr Show..The Portland Advertiser says the snow

storm of Thursday last was one ef the severest of tbe
"wiuter storms." In some places the snow fell to the
depth of two feet, so that on Friday the trains could not
travel.


